The paper deals with the demographic and settlement characteristics of the Romany in Prekmurje (northeastern Slovenia). Along with ethnic characteristics, there is a series of weaknesses in their socioeconomic structure, particularly poor education and a high proportion of unemployment, that separates them from the rest of the population of the region. Social marginality is a reason that social integration is often linked with ethnic assimilation. Statistical sources indicate that the number of Romany is largely underestimated.
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1 General Description of the Romany Population in Prekmurje and Slovenia from Hungary but also from today's Austria. These Romany are from the Burgenland (»Gradi{~anska« in Slovene) in Austria, and in Prekmurje they largely have the surname »Horvat,« which originally meant »Croat« in Slovene. They acquired this surname in Burgenland (once the Hungarian part of today's Austria) because they arrived there from Croatia, as did the Dolenjska Romany. This is why different and alternative words are present in certain Romany dialects in Prekmurje, which led to the formation of five groups of Romany in Prekmurje:
• Sinti (western part of Gori~ko; the surnames Cener, Pestner, Linhart, and Vagner indicate their arrival from the German language territory); • Hungarianized Romany (in the villages of Dobrovnik and Hodo{; surname Baranja); • Wallachian (Vlah/Vlak) Romany (Lendava area; surname Olah); • Carpathian Romany (Gori~ko, Ravensko (southwestern part of Prekmurje); surnames [arkezi, Baranja, Farka{); • Turkish Romany (wider ^ren{ovci area; surnames Horvat, Leva~i~, Kova~) .
Due to the migration and marriages of Romany from various Romany settlements, we can no longer speak today about a clear territorial division between individual Romany groups. There are only more or less traditional areas of settlement of Romany families. However, it is characteristic that the Vlah/Vlak Romany from the Lendava area are substantially less linked with other groups of Romany than other Romany are linked among themselves.
Estimates of the Number of Romany in Prekmurje and the Problem of Undeclared Ethnic Identity
One of the principal problems in the demographic and spatial analysis of the Romany population in Slovenia is determining more accurately their true number and the related patterns of settlement dispersions and local concentration. A general criticism of using official census data is that it presents a greatly underestimated number of Romany. A second characteristic is that their numbers change considerably between the various censuses. Thus, the population censuses in Slovenia record very different numbers of people who declared themselves ethnically as Romany: 663 in 1953 Romany: 663 in , 158 in 1961 Romany: 663 in , 977 in 1971 Romany: 663 in , 1,435 in 1981 Romany: 663 in , and 2,282 in 1991 . The reason lies mainly in the fact that a great number of the Romany population do not declare themselves as Romany in censuses. This can explain the huge oscillation in their number between 1953 and 1971 as well as a large part of the difference between 1981 and 1991. The same applies in determining the number of Romany in Prekmurje; the population censuses for 1971, 1981, and 1991 give the numbers 516, 376, and 683 respectively.
More credible data about the number of Romany in Prekmurje (and all of Slovenia) is offered by data from local and regional social work centers. A principal source of data is the Vpra{alnik o Romih (Stani~-Igli~ar, 1991 , Zadravec, 1991 , Center za socialno delo Lendava, 1991 , a questionnaire survey carried out in Romany settlements. The 1990 questionnaire gives the number 304 for the Lendava Administrative Unit (1991 Census: 118) , and the 1985 questionnaire for the Murska Sobota Administrative Unit, the number 2,609 (1991 Census: 565). The census data therefore underestimates the number of Romany in the Lendava region by three times, and in the adjacent administrative unit of Murska Sobota -where a third of Slovenia's Romany population lives -by as much as five times.
This problem occurs not only in Slovenia but also in other European countries. The Slovene institutions that deal primarily with the Romany population in the field estimate the number of Romany in Slovenia to be between 6,500 and 7,000 (Winkler, 1999) or even between 7,000 and 10,000 (Horvat, 1999) . In Austria, the official number is 10,000, while the estimate of the actual number is 20,000 to 25,000 (Erich, 1999) . According to the census in Romania, the number of Romany there is 410,000, while the estimate of the actual number exceeds two million (Müller, 1999) . The same situation is repeated elsewhere. The Romany are most numerous in southeastern Europe and the countries of the Carpathian Basin, where their actual numbers reach five to ten percent of the total population in Romania, Hungary, Slovakia, Bulgaria, Serbia and Montenegro, and Macedonia. Estimates of the number of Romany in Europe reach from eight to fifteen million, which means that Romany comprise one to two percent of the entire European population.
A More Accurate Determination of the Number of Romany Employing a Detailed Analysis of the 1991 Census Data
A more detailed analysis of the census data enables us to get substantially closer to a realistic number and to determining the local concentrations of the Romany population in Prekmurje. Along with the data on the ethnic affiliation of individuals, we also used the data about mother tongue, the colloquial language used in the home and outside it, and the ethnic structure of households. In this way, the following groups were included in this wider definition of the Romany population:
• Ethnically declared as Romany (»Romany« in the tables);
• Population, who did not declare themselves as Romany but stated Romany as their mother tongue (»Romany mother tongue« in the tables); • Population who stated Romany exclusively as the language of social intercourse (»Romany language of social intercourse« in the tables), and • Population who did not declare themselves for either of the Romany ethnic attributes but who live in households with the population from the upper three categories (»other household members« in the tables). It is characteristic of certain larger local concentrations (Van~a vas, Dobrovnik, Ku{tanovci) that only a few individuals identified themselves as Romany or cited Romany as their mother tongue; however, many cited Romany as the colloquial language in the household or in the non-family environment. The reasons can be found in the high level of integration (also assimilation) with the majority Slovene population (in Dobrovnik and Hodo{ with the Hungarian population) and in the inconsistent local implementation of the population census.
There can be many reasons for not declaring oneself as Romany:
• Some of the more integrated Romany no longer wish to equate themselves with the Romany identity;
• some Romany evade accurate official ethnic identification because they link potential problems in finding employment, inclusion in society, etc., with this status; • this non-declaration is obviously influenced by the still negative attitude toward Romany among the majority population; • language and cultural heterogeneity among the various groups of Romany make a broader identification with the Romany identity more difficult; • some of the children of hetero-ethnic (i. e. »ethnically-mixed«) families no longer declare themselves as Romany. The majority (64%) of those who cited Romany as their mother tongue declared themselves as Romany also according to their ethnicity. Among the Romany population who declared themselves otherwise (Table  2) , the affiliation as Slovene dominates. Almost the entire affiliation as Hungarian can be attributed to the settlement of Dobrovnik and to a lesser extent to the Romany from Lendava and several other settlements in the suburbanized area around it (Gornji Lako{, ^entiba, Peti{ovci Among the geographical factors of the ethnic non-declaration among the Romany, we can suggest primarily two phenomena:
• permanent settlement in one place lasting several generations that resulted in a higher level of social and economic integration (and also assimilation) with the majority population, which is also reflected in the morphological fusion of the once strictly separate Romany part of a settlement with the rest of the village; these groups of Romany rarely or generally do not communicate with other Romany groups (examples: Dobrovnik and Van~a vas); • a more mobile part of the Romany live today more dispersed in the wider urbanized hinterland of cities, often in hetero-ethnic households; the transference of the Romany ethnic identity and consciousness to younger generations is rare in these circumstances.
The fact that the social and economic integration of the Romany is frequently linked to ethnic assimilation is also indicated by individual data about the demographic and socioeconomic structure of the Romany population (Table 3) . In their demographic, migration, education, and employment characteristics, the part of the Romany who ethnically declare themselves otherwise represents a transition between the Romany (declared as such in the census) and non-Romany population of Prekmurje. In this case, we can talk about an assimilation transition from Romany to »non-Romany« that occurs in three phases. In the first phase, the Romany still identify themselves as Romany and use the Romany language. In the second transitional phase, they no longer identify themselves with the Romany identity but do preserve individual Romany elements (knowledge or occasional use of the Romany language, awareness of their origins, etc.). In the third phase, they identify themselves ethnically, linguistically, and culturally as »non-Romany.« The two identified Romany populations are similar, primarily in comparison with the majority population. The Romany are still a young population, although their birthrate is decreasing and there are increasingly fewer families with large numbers of children. Compared with Slovene families, Romany families have on average only 6% more children, and the difference between young couples is even smaller (Josipovi~, 2002: 196) . The other characteristic is the very low percentage of the population that is 65 or older, which is the result of higher levels of age-specific mortality among the Romany population due to poorer housing, health care, and social and educational conditions.
The census data on migration indicates that the Romany population in the conditions of the new type of settlement pattern -no longer nomadic -is substantially less mobile than the rest of the population. Furthermore, the migration is of distinctly regional character. The majority who migrated moved among Prekmurje settlements. The mobility of the Romany who did not declare themselves as such ethnically is similar to that of the remaining population in the region.
The greatest differences between the two groups of the Romany lie in their educational and socioeconomic structures. In 1991, some 80% of the ethnically-declared Romany (population aged 15 and older) did not complete elementary school or had no formal education at all, while in the second group the figure was 50%. The proportion of people in the two groups with educations higher than elementary school was 2% and 21%, respectively. Among the ethnically-declared Romany from the age contingent 15 to 24 years, only 9% of the population continued schooling beyond elementary school, and among the second group, 24%. Among the ethnically-declared Romany, the proportion employed in 1991 was only around 13%, almost three times less than among the second group. Unemployment increased considerably throughout Prekmurje in the 1990's, among the Romany even more than among the remaining population.
Distribution of Romany in Prekmurje
The Romany represent an important element in the spatial or regional-geographical structure of Prekmurje. Features of Romany settlements stand out visibly and distinguish them from other settlements. They are quite compact, they have smaller houses, construction is largely of poorer quality (although it is gradually improving), the yards are smaller, and there are fewer accompanying buildings. Romany settlements in Prekmurje can be divided into two types: the open and the closed or hidden type of settlement. Characteristic of the first type are the Romany settlements that like non-Romany settlements lie in open locations and are visible and noticeable from afar. The largest numbers of these settlements are in Ravensko and Dolinsko, with fewer in Gori~ko, which is linked to the extent of forested area. The second, closed (hidden) type of Romany settlement mainly includes the Romany settlements in Gori~ko, and they are less present on the Mura plain. It is characteristic of this type of Romany settlement that they are more withdrawn from the core settlements of the rest of the population and at the same time are either surrounded by forest or lie at the edge of a forest. In Gori~ko, such settlements are distributed along forested ridges or in narrow forested valleys, usually beside a stream in one of the so-called »Grabas« (»gully, ravine«) such as Kamena Graba near Gornji Slave~i. Characteristic of the closed type of Romany settlements is less traffic and therefore more security from »intruders,« which indicates a certain level of undesirability of these settlements among the rest of the population and along with it the endangered status of the Romany population.
As we have already shown in the case of processing census data relative to estimating the size of the Romany population, a considerable discrepancy is evident between the »census« estimate and other estimates of the number of Romany in Prekmurje. The latter ranges somewhat between 3,500 and 4,000, considering that approximately half of all the Romany in Slovenia live in Prekmurje (Zadravec, 1991) . The difference from the »census« figure of 2,249 amounts to somewhere between 1,300 and 1,700. For this reason we compared the census data with the figures from the Center for Social Work, which based on the 1985 and 1990 questionnaires for the Romany came to 2,913 (source: Romany in Slovenia, INV 1991). However, this number only included the settlements where the questionnaire survey was carried out and not those settlements where Romany either live dispersed among the non-Romany population or in smaller numbers. To determine the size of this population, in addition to field observations we employed the »RHN« (»Record of House Numbers«) method, on the basis of which we first determined the number of occupied buildings and multiplied this number by four, the estimated average number of members of a household or fam- ily. We then compared the acquired values (Map 5) with the »census« data (Map 3) and the values from the questionnaire (Map 4). On the basis of maximum value for each individual settlement relative to the estimates used, we reached a »final« estimate (Map 6) putting the number of Romany in Prekmurje at 3,740.
On the other hand, however, the individual estimates, regardless of their varying values, indicate a relatively similar spatial distribution of the Romany population in Prekmurje. The axis of settlement runs in a northwest to southeast direction. This means primarily the areas of western Gori~ko, western Ravensko, Markovsko Dolinsko, and Lendavsko Dolinsko with individual islands in central and northeastern Gori~ko and in Dobrovnik. The common denominator of all the evaluations shown on the maps is the exposure by centroids of settlements. As previously stated, the majority of Romany settlements are located outside the »statistical« settlements. Thus, for example, the Romany in Ropo~a are represented in the unified number, but in reality they live in two settlements or hamlets that do not have the status of independent settlements. Pü{~a is thus the only Romany settlement with the status of independent settlement, which it has held only since the middle of 2002 (Official Gazette of the Republic of Slovenia, 11. 6. 2002) . The presentation according to the centroid of settlements does not reveal the actual spatial distribution of Romany in Prekmurje. For this reason, with the help of field observations and the RHN method tried also to establish the geographical location of all the major separate Romany settlements (Map 5). The majority of the total number of forty-seven settlements are located at the statistical borders of the areas of settlements, often in such a way that these borders separate them into two or even three parts. The distribution of these settlements also shows us different concentrations. The most important among them are Pü{~a-^ernelav-ci-Murska Sobota, Van~a vas-Borejci, Serdica-Sotina-Gornji Slave~i, Dolga vas-Dolgova{ke Gorice-Lendava, Perto~a-Ropo~a, Ropo~a-Kra{~i-Gornji ^rnci-Cankova-Domajinci, and Zenkovci-Lemerje. The largest number of Romany settlements is in western Gori~ko in the form of hidden settlements. Western Gori~ko represents a kind of main base of the Romany population, which gradually spread into other parts of Prekmurje, mostly along the former Austro-Hungarian border along the Ku~nica and Mura rivers.
Conclusion
The greatest problem of the Romany today is the unemployment that is the result of stereotypes about the Romany, their low level of education, and social exclusion. Former traditionally Romany occupations such as peddling, horse-trading, etc., are practically no longer possible today. The few employed Romany move toward the Romany »margins« or even move away from the traditional center and in the eyes of the other Romany become »civilians« (»civil« in Romany and Slovene), as they call the non-Romany population. Thus, within individual Romany settlements, spatial stratification and the formation of districts at the micro level can be observed. Here it must be remembered that the Romany settled spatially only a relatively short time ago. This was an amazing and exceptional transformation of a traditionally travelling people who partly or completely submitted to the pressures of the majority environment. Integration and the affirmation of the Romany as an ethnic group relative to the current situation depend to a large degree on education and employment. Zaradi preseljevanja in porok Romov iz razli~nih romskih naselij danes ve~ ne moremo govoriti o jasni teritorialni razmejitvi med posameznimi romskimi skupinami. Obstajajo le bolj ali manj tradicionalna obmo~ja naselitev romskih dru`in. Zna~ilno pa je, da so vla{ki Romi iz obmo~ja Lendave bistveno manj povezani z ostalimi skupinami Romov, kot ostali med seboj.
Demogeografske zna~ilnosti Romov v Prekmurju

Ocena {tevila Romov v Prekmurju in problemi narodnostnega neopredeljevanja
Ena od poglavitnih problematik demografskih in prostorskih analiz romskega prebivalstva v Sloveniji je ugotavljanje njihovega realnega {tevila in s tem povezanega vzorca naselitvene razpr{enosti in lokalnih zgostitev. Splo{na kritika rabe popisnih podatkov je, da le-ti predstavljajo mo~no podcenjeno {tevilo Romov. Druga zna~ilnost je, da se njihovo {tevilo med razli~nimi popisi zelo spreminja. Obe tako opredeljeni romski populaciji sta si, predvsem pri primerjavi z ve~inskim prebivalstvom, podobni. Romi so {e vedno mlada populacija, ~eprav rodnost med njimi upada in je vse manj dru`in z ve~jim {tevilom otrok. V primerjavi s slovenskimi imajo romske dru`ine v povpre~ju le {e za 6 % ve~ otrok, pri mladih pa je razlika {e manj{a (Josipovi~, 2002: 196) Druga zna~ilnost je zelo nizek dele` prebivalstva, starega 65 let ali ve~, kar je posledica vi{jih stopenj starostno-specifi~ne smrtnosti romskega prebivalstva zaradi slab{ih bivalnih, zdravstvenih, socialnih in izobrazbenih razmer.
Popisni podatki o migracijah ka`ejo, da je romska populacija v pogojih novega tipa naselitve (ni ve~ nomadstva) bistveno manj prostorsko mobilna od ostalega prebivalstva. Tudi migracije so izrazito regionalnega zna~aja. Ve~ina, ki se je selila, se je selila med prekmurskimi naselji. Mobilnost je pri Romih, ki se tako narodnostno niso opredelili, podobna kot pri preostalem prebivalstvu v regiji.
Najve~je razlike med obema skupinama Romov so v izobrazbeni in ekonomski sestavi. Leta 1991 je bilo med narodnostno opredeljenimi Romi (prebivalstvo staro 15 let in ve~) kar 80 % takih z nedokon~ano osnovno {olo ali celo brez vsake izobrazbe, pri drugi skupini Romov pa 50 %. Dele` ljudi s kon~ano izobrazbo vi{jo od osnovno{olske je bil pri omenjenih skupinah 2 oziroma 21 %. [olanje po osnovni {oli je med narodnostno opredeljenimi Romi nadaljevalo le 9 % prebivalstva iz starostnega kontingenta 15 do 24 let, pri drugi skupini pa 24 %. Med narodnostno opredeljenimi Romi je bil dele` zaposlenih leta 1991 le okrog 13 %, kar je za skoraj trikrat manj kot pri drugi skupini. Brezposelnost se je v devetdesetih letih krepko pove~ala v celem Prekmurju, pri Romih {e bolj kot pri ostalem prebivalstvu.
Prostorska razmestitev Romov v Prekmurju
